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STATEMENT OF QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

to prsuston fer mender tn he St degen the defense we at 
goltty by reason of taneslty. : 

four eng stews aad tt th epnan the dante we 
suffering frome mental defect or mentel diseuse of the time of the cllaged howicids 
cad that the defeadant's oct was the product, or remit, of such defect of disease. 

The prosecution called one expart who teetified that he could act state 
whathor the defendant's act was the product, or result, of eenbel Bseote or detect. 

Several lay witnene, relatives of complaining witness, tentified the 
defentest conned ancual encegt whan édiahing ~ nenn of these was exked to expres 
en cplaion as to whather a? the Sine of the alleged henteide defendant wes wuffecing 
trom © seats} dafect or aental dense ox whether the oct wes the prodect, or veel, 
of such coalition. : 


Se 
lay comton of lmentty; end, 


‘Was it err te permit the fay ta dohcalne thet the teoimeny end 
evkdance presented by the prosecution, to extellish esalty boyend o rensonshle dustt, 
was boguily sufficient to support « verdict of gellty? | 
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Appeal From the District Court of the United States 
For the District of Columbia | 


Jeriedictional Stabenent | 
The jerlediction ofthis Court ls Sovekad wnder the provislens of Tithe 28, 
Section 1291. 
STATEMENT OF TE CASE 
in the Inainat conte, the dafnadent wes charged with the offeme of axeder 
te the find degree ender the provision of Ditict of Columble Code, i7Si, Ed. Tithe 
23-2001, ubich eat os for es eppliestio, @ fallen: 


‘Phew, bakeg of sd Geasatisa, 

Seeseer sae aenaee 

dagres.. 

‘the ttioney is evidence wes sulabeaitlally «6: tellonn 

On or shout iMay 30, 1992, and in the Dishiet of Columbia, the defendant, 
dete 8. Wenls, teagasmily living opet Gee « fecele pene bee ws Clerke 
whe ied loos: tie goomaean awed aiabes for some eppemientely tax gears piier Karate 
and by chem c chlid wes bom fo bin, went to the plese where she um suiding with 
the sald infant and requested that she retum to hin. 

Gloria Watcher was enallling fe reten fer the russes that the candect of 
the doteadent bod a coguently bees alenive eat intolerable thud she ialt [2 wan to 
hur interest ot te Longer Bus wlth bia. 

‘The eppalient, lelag of thet thas apperantly lncspecitated by ramen of 


cnnusivs iadsignace in elosheile spittin, cone te the place ubate the elercuid Glesta 
wathes, Wiggers a mikee Violet ageanmt. Oreing the cone Buresi, be saitulted 
to the fenale « butcher kalfe ond steted that he would bait her if she poneted ta her 


setaat te rater. 

Ad that time and place, the sald Glesid Hateher hed with her the talent 
chdid abich om the conslt of thely eaian end tes appullentsolzed the child and 
daparted. 

| Seum tan ews laterthe egpailies? called Glerls Watcher, vie telephone, 

ond renewed his reqmuet tol:-heve her cetuen. She again dectined and thereupen the 
eqpeliest is alleged to have shated that he would till the talent. 

Gleste Hatcor epertes the aatter tothe prpar gallon offclle and chet 
{60 AM. of May 30, 1992, Charla Kutcher end ethan, tndting polien, entetit 


J — « 
> ATE, oe nn ee 
“Wiis iio Tian tebe CS i a al i eae 


| fe re et, yl pt td ao 
on the sacand flea hakding the infest. 
Tr um cnr in bet pion ed tera 
the appellant waned off net te come any claver. : 
The peltan, wndederrad by is warning, entered the tuliding Cer thee puopese 
the appellant either junped or fol rom the window with theseld intent. Mews = | 
cpyrahinded ad the Inlan althar beside or benneth bin, wn dacovered fo be dead ~ | : 
te hme ond ead at pant ct Se ee of ah : 
ctoresatd butcher kale before bo fall from or jumped from the meld window. — 
During the triei, w= ct we anda erent th lige ht te 
erythro enn hfe 


tript ank to mete that no ponen whe testified produned any © Ade 
tah th fet tat the tte Sra  natare 
renelt of the fail or jump. 


‘Thea defense was lnwenity. 

To support this defense = in no degree on offinantive propesition = the: 
defendant called De. sities dy gatas sotegko bees 
both the medion! end poychistri benches of bie poofenton. (Yr. 100) 

Add on Greet examination this witness teatified a follows 

 @ Be. Penal, © So dhol ye meted, 

et Same 

a cadiition et on ce chavt May 

& ion. seer ary Pomc a hee dete of he 


ame, teem famed sin 


San nis ee 


z 


ohe 
CG Can yeu give this Cont end rym oglsina te 


eholhar ect far which he is being presently teled 
carer he protect of tb poy? 


wen qualified os on expert tn eadictnn ond goyshlatny. Tilo witnan (le. 301, 302) 
testhted thet the-clteged exiae resulted tron the operation of = mantel Geame and that 
the enbiling mantel Geese wen thevun into « state of vignrass exttlty through the we 
of cleshellc boverngne. 

Yo terther suppest this defense, the defendant enlled De. Jeveph fankin who 
was quullfied os on expat in madicine and poychlatry and he testified that tn hie 
opinion the appolinat was “yeulbly* anatelly Ul of the Saw of the alleged claw. 

Thece profentens! witeenes cone tate the ease by eeesen of the fact the? 
aqyreainately coven youn bolere Wiel date the appeliant had been judiclatty desteved 


tee soaninion denen by these altnoms ac a mevlt of there investigation, sady and 
wentmend of the appel lect duting the Hane ke ee se aontinad be 5). Glinaisath’s 
Heagitel as 5 pence nen compas meats. | 
Mis egpecunes, comely, la @ tial cont, esuvlied by ressen of the fect 
thet eppmetentciy seers yeau eber the alleged cris we ecmalteed, 6 wes 
tint as of het dele, 1.00, 1796, tem dolendoct wasamee exmeph fo ge te Wie! with « 
Segel canteen of dhe remson be wa bs oped be PEEP - eed ke oe sense by vemee 2! 
dhe fined thet dare hud been any ditansizatiea tho? Sa 1852 ko wae auen o that the 
otwdeal sels ctiegal te hoot bese cocraltiad ny hie qeve te ects of s parsen & 
ottng with dithwsiion ent peeniedien lo Ga meena ond ahben Gat eves ales 


then 4 mne powes cen ect. | 
To farther suppest the defense, Dovid J. Quem, who wes duly qullfied =| 
ecen capt to meficdnn end popeltainy, wom aclied to tho elt stanly bo tatified 13 
(ie. 200) that tn ds eplaton tho ost cllaged to have bene comttied by the appellant | 
co pet ofc mt te whlch chad et On ten negates 5 
committed oat for sovecs! yeas puter thereto. ; \4 
The eppetint dries to cll fo th atenton of the Gout tat a ony epost 
of the case the tathanny end evidence eideced frum these few qualified profentenel | 
cttamnes etal hayend any pouihlty of dusht the prpasition hat the say 


of the eppellent, of the fine of the alleged defense, ee % 
——— a 


eqpctient te mt tn law, @ sxe penen. Aan wil at be oerteched Sat sn 
the day of the defenne to prove tasty ~ the dehy wpun the pescestion en en talaga 3 
meld amen te ceriaetinpmaterta eee : 
sctcblish tha? tee dalcndent wee sane. 

pepetnne ates fe eat iets inden 
hed seblited th tastinony senpecting canlty, 1t was contrasted by on tapesstive 
necentty to produce evideme trom which « asus or jury might be 
the quatien of the delandent’s sanity. To mest thet tunden, tapentecaied | 
«ate wtamn, Dr. Villon G, Cound. Ths witnen tiled hat hoes ta change of| | 
tthe wast cide varcinc of 52. Whanheth’s Herpitaly this being the sestien of! : 
tic osprey remy rt ee 
ef tis titel. (ir. 308 


‘Thds Government witness teultied that he eavld aut expres © valid eplaien 
relative to the sanity of the appelteit of the than of the ellaged afferce. 

Tals etna testified (Fr. 200) that he did act taser thomactal cxnditien 
of the defendant af the tine tn queen. Wis wtnen (Fr. Wei hethoenid — 
net testtfy, or farm on opinion, os to whaher the eppeliont wx wacdally slek, oe 
whether Me ost was the preduct of mantel doles? or Wines of the Gas of the offense. 

it would apgecr, Gereken, thal thi tatimeny wseet asidag. 

le wesld Sacther oppose thet nanal for the Govemanat sexed this aplalen 
ox bo the weight end sulideney of the testimany of Dr. Cuthend os exhibited by the 
fect tho presocution called tay wlinames for the punpane of exteblishiag the sanity of 
the appeliont. 

Tes flat wos Marlene Hatcher the ster of the msther of the infant whese 
denies gave tite to Hie peeasovtion. (Ir. 283} 


This witha toot fed Ie wshelames that the appellest behaved waunily ond 
wether delently enly when dinkleg. 
The single ond most cogent aupact of the testimony of this witness, called by 


tha Governmard fer the purpace of cutebilohiag beyond a remenable deobe thet the 
cqpstient was sane when the alleged offense wes comuttted ts found tn the fast that 
fir. 265-292) there has bean as slagle quastien erhed selling wpan this wlinee te 
Sacer on oplalox es to tha realty of the appallect of thet Se. Bago, dnoe the waly 
perpwe of this fontlmeny wae be elisit @ lay eplakon os to amally, end slawe an qeastion 
concealing thal nc? was caked end ns erower wes given, it must follow that the 
of this witness bas dues netideg to establich the foot of santiy. 

The Gevremmen? than oolied the wlinam, Joke Hetcher, appaventty « brother 
of ten clinmess Glerte and Mariana Mataher, whee tonthneny appoms (Tr. 275-293}. 


te Gocmity et Goegtint hate of fn ealens Gn ategetine 
cad this witness expruned no opisien salattve te the salty of the eppatlant. | 

1 be epparent, thereto, that aathing oaid ty this witems tended to bslny 1 j 
befare the pry os much ax 6 seleiile tending to estshitch thet the epgullentemanse A 
at the tan of the conniaden of the-alleged oftense- 3 

Tas Governan che eolled Gieda Hehier, the-mater el thectwesls 


Intent, for the pucpens of proving boyend a vemsanable deck that the dofentowt was 

caret tha ttasc! te ceactalenctteciiegeiclios. — 
Her tastiany whieh appear (Sr. 357-204) reveals the propeiition thet the 

was never cshad far on aplaten en vo the santty of thoappéllest ond newer <oy , 
We fad than that the tethneny ond evidence of few profentenst witnenes | 


who emaiaed tho appellant fn St. Bahath’s Mengital, © Fedeot tition charade | 
he hat hoon confined by ender of the cust helewas's penen son compen ments fers a 
parted of ayprntantely seven yous peler to total, wtcQomcgient cian | 
that dering these sovenyyons ond ot the han of the comatalen ofthe alleged oftane 
end for seme youn pilor thovtte the eppelieat was safleding tome metal dafest or 
aerial deesse end thatthe ant wpen which the inichnest was aiden he prmeetion | 
Iwoupht was the unavoidable seaslt of such mental defect and mantel doaese. 7 

se aesmname NIC Ram TERETE. 
repent the sacoed, 

To nebet this axtabliahed prapeettion, cetaceans 
witch, tn te nat oxatestion, says pletely, thave no eplaien saletive te theses of 
ts detent ot exy tan ond the saypading tastinny of the lay witsanes whe ware 
sever aulced to expos end sever did express on aplalen empesting the sanity of the 
deleadvet cf any thas. ; 


Aad Sealiy a @ caster of Sect, 10 le highly interentiog te ante that the ley 
wtases nore eereer lnhscmeguied seeuting the geclblifty the appellant war voflaclag 
Some mantel delast ev © moste! Ehesee wbick was Ge compelling footer la the 
tastimany of the lay ottnowes In aniving of « vardic? uhlch, Is the ketest eae, hed 
i» seinbSah the fect the Gavernamd hed sotuidiceed ley enupeiset evidence ead 
_— semenable deuht that the dolendast was tn fast coupletely cone ond that his oct wa 
neh the prodeat er suntt of @ ancte! detest a aeviel dixeae. 


SATE CF 20NSs 
1. 1 was error to deny appelkaw’s Mottea for Jedgnent of Aeqelttal ef 
the conchutes of the ene prucsted by the Govemasat end at the consinien of 
the exile case. 


2. The Ysiel Const depniwed the appellant ef 0 isis tiled ater due precen 


of low and by jory in thet being agyeleed hy oll of the cradthio evidanse and tathmey 
Soltardioced Late Hee ame, there was 2 complete end antive ink of pres! of appelied’s 
sanlty of the fine of the comnluion of the slleged offase R required, densodad, ond 
paradtiad the jury to spuculgte, seuss, essdectece esd queen thet thece ws evidence 
le the cope Sending tc aabekiih the snclty of the oppelina hed bean proved beyond « 

vommametie deck. 


Cousacl tor eppaliont ls of the oplaion the single propesition upon which he 


bepeuks the taveunkis action of this trill ls os sncalnet thet wwamswlastion bs 
ommenmnery and Gecrins puceah Graally te aqewmd. 


A 


\ 


a 
Se Te, Aree yer, eomneronrnmmarmeeeore th 
y 


Agpetlast calls the ettestion of this Cou to the ane of Sattershite v. 
Un Sa, __ Appel D.C. Ma WOR, May 28, 1990. ‘Tee, teseenen 


do See ssl Sos oe Dana we See au. 5. 40, 46 1.Ed. 
499, 305, tc ted with epperah ond tn the ls ce 1 bs eserted that sanity fk 
a fact wpon which the terden of prac!, beyond « ramamibte davbt, rats open te : 
prmsecetion ond that thera lc na dty upon the soumed to Slaprove the wanlty. 


sate sneer te pone ate 


is cet intents M4 Uy pee BG 2, 222, 241, 
234 F.2d 062 cate in parts 


© © Oy eens 
poreeriag Sassen 
prossention’s ene bayyed « remensble devit.’ * 


in the letant crusc, whee oll of the credible evidence end tastiasny 
clearly exteblich the existence of « dseaed or deleeiive meatal condition, what 
geldance did the cout afierd the jury in this lnportant matter? 

Ad Te. 388 - 390 the court's charge ts as follows: 


Os the love of Uacnliy: Aseng tke alitnesas whe oppeored In 
per sama son aay Hs 


id commldar the tetineny of the BMernt expects and the 
reckon , — for ssch opinion or eplaiess. You ere 


Gihiccdodewbacedes owas pernens with 
jan mayne pb etre tein cha 


Saceanmae ese cso” 
Tee feet that ine is « ley peor. 

in welghiag both lay and expert testimony as to the defendant's 
meth ante gent ate anne of the 
wit 's shseration of the defendan! and the mrture of the witness's 
centec er contacts with the defardont 


Sn a eoteet 
otinsases, as | heave fold yew, yeu ane aot hound te follow the con- 
chalers of any ene of thom became In the final exalycls te Inve of 
a ee een emt 
or ts te be detennined -- by you, the tury. 


Finally, in Slecker v. U. S., nw ppeas D.C. 4274, June 25, 
1959, this court sald: 


evidence 
of wey general aadian! peicipio. SS 
tn Confer ve Us'Say WR U.S.. Appesis D.C. this Court sald 


ta pert os follewn 
** 9 To cole exemption 


Agphying that \agal principle to the Instant case, tt b immediately noted 
that the Goversment intreduced no evidence oven tariding to establish that appal lant 
had no meatal deems or dotect nar ey evidence to axtubiish that the alleged crimiaa! 
ofieme was not the product of the tnfiouity. | : 

tn euch « condition of case, 10 hs ever to ponalt the jury to detenaine whather | 
o= ast the Goverment hes maintained ts burden of proct end where « jury b pemnitied 
to dalfbesnte upon evidence the weight and sufficiency ef which any not be made the 


inmdation of @ wslld Seding, the court in effect withioens fron the jery © lege! 
cansidenatien of the pertied? quation ond ln that ananer dapsives the appellant 
af @ Cansittetions} iis! by joy. 

Stace the edegtion of what hes cane to bo pepulasty haven os the Duhon 
rele, te con be swcsesshelly antateined that tn this diststet proc! of canity coquives 
soneiiing uae than 0 shouiag thet the acemet be belleved to be cme besewe be 
docs net engage ta behavier alich be so patently and cbviewly camel that Hemme 
the mupicien that tho exter ts net mathested by what ero qonesally cagusded es sone 
tapues. Seustiing nore has become « part of the ertits ond that seustling aoe 
ia betelty, the existence of c mente! dicome or defect act sendity deeerathies bet 
echally exiting ond lapelling the taskility to reset dolag of the oct elleged to be 
crtalacl. 


Hove, tho Government did net seclewly ettengt te place bolere the Jory 
qredibie evidence which edvised the jury tn sulntance tha? the witness hed eny eptaion 
as to the existence of  asatel Grewe or dolact er of the pauitte olfect of coch 
dense oc defect upen the ection which was ande the subject autter of the Wtigetien. 


Soncuston 
ft lc believed, therefare, 1 was esrer fo deny the appalloat’s Motion for 
Judgment of Acquiftal cad te por? 6 Wiel jury to dollbesate ranpocting Ws aentel 
capuclty to conatt the eine etleged ond that the judguent of the exurt below should 
be veversed. 


—-  — 


Werbiagtes, D.C. 
Corazsek Ser Ageia? 


Service ocknemledged ior the United States of Ameen, July 5, 1957. 


er 


United States Court of Appt 
For the 


nan sus om 
COURT OF APPEALS District of Cobsmbie CF é 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT CF COLUMBIA 


HOLDING A CRIMENAL TERM 


Gread Jory taporsited May $, 1952, Swom In on May 6, 1952 


eo 


JESSE W. WOODS 


On tis _ 2% __ day of _July___, 1982, the defendant Jomo W. Woot, 
appearing in proper ponon and by bis attorney, Wesley 5. Willem, Sagi, being 


; 
: 
Be 
i 
i 
i 
1 
| 
i 
| 
| 


On this lith dey of Febsvary, 1999, come again the parties aforeseid, in manner as 
aforesaid, and the same jury os acorescid In this cowe, the trial of which wos respited 
yesterday; whereupon after hearing the remainder of the evidence and fhe iratructions of 
the Court, the Jury retire to consider their verdict, and the alternate jurors are 
thereupon the Jury return into apen Court and upon thelr oaths say that they find the 
defendant Guilty of Ist Degree Marden whereupon such and every mombar of the Jury 
upon his individual oath that he finds the deiendant, Jesse W. Woods, Guilty as 

The jury cre discharged, ond the defendant Is remamded fo the District of Columbia 
Jat. 


Name and address of oppelicat- D.C. Jail 


‘Name ond address of oppeliont’s eltorney- dense Brocerd 
Ai? Netiona! Press 
Weshington 4, 0.C. 


Ofiene 
Concha statement of judgment or order, giving dote, cdo mec 
$ was sentenced to death on March 6, 1957 


Meme of institution where now con‘inad, ti not on ball- 5.C. Jal! 


{. the chove-saned eppallart, henshy appest tothe United Sets Court of 
forthe District of Cotembie Cirautt ‘vom the cbove-stud judgeart. 


Cats Gh day of March, 1957, come the afforney of the Government, 
end the defendant eppeored in person and by counsel, James S. Brocord, Esquire. 
17 1S ADJUDGED That the defendant hes been convicted upon his plea of not gui 
and a verdict of guilty of the offene of 
FIRST DEGREE MURDER 


as charged: 
And the Court having osked the defendant whether he had onything to say why 
judgment whould not be pronounced, and ao sufficient cawe to the contrary being shown 


or appecting to the Court,, 
IT 1S ADJUDGED That the defendant Is guilty a: charged aad convicted. 
THE SENTENCExof the Court was as follows, ond it is so odjudged: 

JESSE W. WOODS, you have been found guilty upon on Indictment charging 
the offeme of FIRST DEGREE MURDER, and, wpon the verdict of guilty, you are hereby 
sentenced to the punishment of death by electrocution; end it is 

ORDERED Thet you, JESSE W. WOODS, be forthwith teken to the District of 
Colunble Jeti, otherwise known os the Washington Asylum end Jeli, in the District of 
Columbia, and there be kept in close denfinement;and that on the Sth day of 

june AD. 1997, you be token to the ploce prepared for your execution in 
the District of Coluabla Jail, ond thet then end there you be electrocuted occording to 
PROVIDED, however, thet If on appeal irom this judguent be taken to the United Stetes 
Court of Appeals tor the District of Columble Circuit, the sentence of death shel! be 
stoyed until the mandate 0: sald Court of Appeals or, I; certlorart shall have bean 
call! the mandate of the United States Supreme Court shall have laved to this Court, ond 
this Court shall have itxed « new date of execulion: ond It ls 


FURTHER ORDERED That o certi‘ted copy of this jodgnent end comnltment 
‘be transmitted by the Clerk of the United States Distiet Cowt ior the Districtoi 
Coiumble to the Superintendent o! the cioresaid Distled of Columbo Joli net fom thon 
ten days prior to the time ‘ined In this judgment of the Court or the execution of the 


Stotement Ke: noo-lacimion of testimony: 

{2 Is the belie! of oppetient that the besls ier oppesl - « tebe! taliure of ony 
testimeny establishing scalty o: the appelicat - conidered In the Ught o: the excerpls 
5: tettleony set ‘orth in the body o: the inte, exiubiluhiag ection camed by sento! 
deiacd cr Giacee mks 1 veneceecty ond redmdent to idea the record with 
tatiaesy ead evidence. 


